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Thousands of children who pass through the juvenile courts every
year are labeled 1tdeliñquents”. Of these the boys, for the most part,
are charged with ~stealingu, “acts of carelessness and mischief”. The
girls are charged with “running away”, “being ungovernable” and “sex
offenses”. in general, these children range in age from 10 to 18 years,
though occasionally a boy or girl younger than 10 or older than 18 is
referred to the court. The largest number of children are in the 14 to
16 year age group.1
Most of the delinquents who come before the courts are under
privileged children from impoverished, overcrowded homes in deteriorated
neighborhoods where demoralizing conditions, such as low grade poolrooms,
taverns, cheap dance halls, gambling “joints” and houses of prostitution
are rampant. Many of these children run about in gangs and have learned
from others in the neighborhood how to steal a car or rob a drunk.
A large proportion of delinquents come from miserable homesthat have
been broken by death or desertion of a parent. The mother may be sexually
promiscuous, and the father an alcoholic or criminal.
lU. S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Understanding
.~kiveni1e Delinquency, (1949), pp. 5—12.
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Some delinquents unconsciously have patterned themselves after a
loved person who himself is or has been delinquent. Many of these delin
quent children feel unloved and have developed a lasting sense of injury
or hostility toward the world.
In general, the delinquent child is an emotionally maladjusted child.
His misconduct is a symptom of some inner or outer disturbance, usually
both.2
The Negroes, as the most numerous of newly marginal groups in the
urban community, comprise an especially high proportion of delinquents.
Thfs condition has resulted both from influences outside the Negro group
as well as from intrinsic influences operating within the Negro coemliunity
and family organization, or the lack of ft. These high rates of delin
quency do not, however, reflect any inherent racial qualities. First,
Negroes are discriminated against because of their recent arrival to the
urban community and their racial identity. Secondly, Negroes are in the
lower socio—economf c income levels, and also have a large proportion of
broken homes, which may lead a Negro child to be committed to an institu
tion more readily than a white child.
Despite theoretical differences as to the causes of delinquency,
several points have been agreed upon about lower—class delinquency. A
large proportion of serious, officially known delinquency is characteris
tically male, urban, low—status, group behavior. This group delinquency
is supported-—often demanded by a more or less systematic body of beliefs,
values and status—conferring criteria which have been referred to as the
2 i d.
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“delinquent subculture41. Because of these facts, sociologists take as
their central task the investigation of the conditions under ~diich such
subcultures arise as well as the conditions under which a given person
becomes a carrier of the subculture.3
Federal, State and local governments have been concerned deeply
with the burgeoning rates of crime and juvenile delinquency. As a con
sequence, they increasingly have addressed themselves not only to under
lying causes but also to what might be the more fundamental problems of
prevention and treatment.
The Youth Development Center in Augusta, Georgia, is one of three
centers in the state specifically charged with this responsibility. The
State of Georgia is certainly one of those states interested in coping
with this pressing problem. Three centers, located in Augusta, Milledge—
yule and Atlanta respectively, have been established to help deal with
the problems of juvenile delinquency in the state. The three centers
were primarily custodial institutions prior to July 1, 1963, when the
Georgia Assembly passed a legislative act which brought the centers under
the newly created Division of Children and Youth of the State Department
of Family and Children Services.
This legislative action in 1963 also meant that professional treat-.
ment would be given to Georgia’s “troubled children” by professional
staff members of each institution. The Augusta center, like the other
centers, relies heavily on strong social work orientation, group work,
3DaVid J. Bordua, Sociological Theories and Their Implications for
Juvenile Delinquency (U. S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare,
1960).
social casework and administration. These are the basic social work
methods being utilized.
There is a need, however, for more action oriented research at the
center and throughout Georgia in the area of juvenile delinquency. It
is felt that the use of social work and community organization can be
vital in the development of sound programs at the local and state levels.
The State of Georgia seemingly is aware of the need for treatment
and action oriented research programs in the area of delinquency. As a
consequence more Youth Development Centers are being planned and built.
The establishment of Regional Youth Development Centers serves as an
alternative to the placement of children in common jails. They also serve
as a diagnostic center for the regular centers. This is a significant
move in the area of effective amelioration.
The growth of the court service workerts program is thought to be
of crucial importance also. College educated workers are being trained
to assist the juvenile courts and Youth Development Centers in the care
of delinquents. The after care of delinquents upon their release from
the centers is an important function of these workers.
It is sigdficant to note that boys and girls adjudicated delinquents
by juvenile courts are not committed to the three centers directly but to
the Division for Children and Youth. The division tben commits the delin
quent boy or girl to a particular center. Once a child has been committed,
he remains either under supervision until the age of twenty or until
adjudged to have made a satisfactory social adjustment. Girls are commit
ted to the Atlanta and Augusta Centers. Boys are committed to the Augusta
and Milledgeville centers. The Augusta Center is therefore, the only one
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of the three to admit both boys and girls. The average length of stay
at the three centers is six months to a year.
There is no written official indication that this Youth Development
Center has developed a treatment philosophy or methodology at least not
in the sense that they follow a particular school of thought such as
Freud, Skinner or Erikson.
Yet, in observing staff members and their relationships to children,
a general kind of a treatment philosophy seems to emerge. The approach
seemingly is that the delinquent child is a hurt child and his delinquency
is a symptom of this hurt. He may have been hurt through parental neglect,
or overindulgence, through deprivations of a life of poverty or through
a number of complex factors which have prevented healthy personality
development.
These children characteristically usually have extremely j~ self
images, possibly occasioned by inadequacy of love and affection from par
ents or parent figures. As a result, the child develops feelings of basic
emotional insecurity with attendant feelings of low self esteem. The
treatment approach is to try to encourage changes and improvements in the
child’s self image. There are methods of accomplishing this. One is by
listening to the child to see what he has to say about his needs, for
generally the child has not really been heard before. It is felt that
there is something very gratifying to a child in having an adult stop and
listen to what he is trying to say and then to respond appropriately.
Another approach is to attempt to give the child some knowledge and skills
in areas in which he can express real achievement; this may occur in
school, in a recreational program or in the cottage. When achievement is
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realized, however, they take notice of it and some begin to think that
possibly there really are some things the child can do well. Pains are
taken to praise a child and to give him recognition when this is called
for.
It is also thought that many children have been hurt because of
failure to incorporate acceptable values of living into their total func
tioning. Some of their values may be in conflict with the norms of
society. Other children may simply lack the knowledge or the values to
live socially with others, so they try at the Au~ista Center to expose
the child to other value orientations and to provide functional guide
lines. They do this to some degree by conditioning the child’s behavior,
by rewarding him for acceptable behavior and by expressing disapproval
when his behavior is not acceptable. They set external limits upon his
behavior in the hope that through constant confrontation with~these limits
he may begin to see the necessity for such limitations and to internalize
some reasonable limits appropriate to his way of life.
It is felt that these children have been hurt and so often by adults
that most of them have great difficulty in trusting and confiding in an
adult authority figure. Frequently, much of their delinquency is inter
preted as a rebellion against adult authority figures.
Because children have this difficulty in trusting and confiding in
adults, they try to give the child love and affection in somewhat measured
doses so that it can be more acceptable. There is an underlying belief
that somewhere in this institution there is an adult that almost every
child can relate to. He or she may not be the social worker, but may very
well be the janitor, the recreational specialist or a school teacher.
When these adults become aware that a child can reach out to a certain
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adult and is willing to accept the influence and affection of the adult,
he tries to give the child some time and some freedom to develop a rela
tionship with that adult. Hopefully, this will undo some of the mis
trust and suspicion with which the child views the adult world. Hopefully,
also, as the child becomes emotionally close to the chosen adult, he will
tend to imitate and incorporate some of the adult’s acceptable behavior
and values.
This approach is somewhat reminiscent to that of the Robert F.
Kennedy Youth Center in tlorgantown, West Virginia. The boys there are
not much different from thousands and thousands of boys all over the
country who are not in a jail or a detention center —— except that most
of these kind are poor and their families cannot hire lawyers who will
fight to get the case filed or appealed. They have a schedule of activi
ties each day: eating, cleaning up the cottage, appointed chores and
school. They learn what students throughout the world do, all depending
of course, on age, educational background, ability and interests. They
are rewarded by a complicated system of points, redeemable into cash, for
demonstrating studious, cooperative behavior; and they are being promoted
along into an increasingly self-sustaining, private and independent life
within the center —- one that ultimately will more or less resemble the
world outside. Many of these young people have been pushed around and
shouted at all their lives.4
4Robert Coles, “Youthful Offenders,” The New Republic (October,
1969), 12—14.
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Statement of the Problem
This study will seek to be a little more specific by narrowing
the analysis to a particular agency. The basic assumption here is that
there is still need for incisive case study analysis. By narrowing the
focus somewhat, it plans careful comparable analysis of the variables
which have not been consistently emphasized in previous studies.
The writer has worked from August, 1968 to August, 1971, in the
setting of the Youth Development Center. Consequently the writer has
seen the need to explore the following problem.
This is a descriptive study of a sample of delinquent girls and boys
who are in residence at the Youth Development Center in Augusta, Georgia.
Specific attempts will be made to make a comparative analysis of
the records and to analyze data relevant to the following questions:
1. Are there meaningful sex differences in relationship to
types of offense and such background factors as socio
economic status and type of fanily?
2. Are there meaningful racial differences in the above?
3. What significance can be attached to the age variable?
In other words, are types of offenses and the whole socio
legal process leading to commitment affected by age? Are
certain types of offenses and commitment processes concen
trated in specific age categories?
4, To what extent are variations in types of offenses, commit
ment and post commitment processes determined or influenced
by age, race and/or sex? In other words, is there a possi
bility that a discernible pattern can be recognized in types
of offense, age categories, sex and race?
It is therefore of significance to make a comparative analysis of
the impact of race, age, and socio—economic status on both types of offense
and the socio-legal process of commitment. The purposes are to find out
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if there are greater concentrations of certain types of offenses in a
certain race, in certain age categories and in certain socio—economic
strata.
Hypotheses
The following relationships deserve further exploration: There
are meaningful (significant) differences among inmates in terms of (1)
Race and type of offense, (2) Race and the socio-legal commitment and post
comnitment processes, (3) Socio—economic status and the commitment process,
(4) Age and type of offenses and (5) Age and the commitment process.
More specifically therefore:
I. Girls of both races are committed to the center at approxi
mately the same age, whereas Black boys are committed at
an earlier age than white boys.
2. Whites of both sexes are committed for deviant patterns
of behavior of a more serious nature than are Blacks.
3. Whites of both sexes, however, have lower rates of recidi
vism than do Blacks.
4. The family incomes of white delinquents are consistently
larger than are those of Blacks.
5. Whites of both sexes have higher I.Q.. scores than do Blacks.
6. The whites of both sexes appear more frequently in court
before adjudication than do Blacks.
Definition of Terms
1. Delinquency -— Undesirable conduct serious enough to come to
the attention of persons of authority outside the family.
2. Adjudicated Delinquents —— Children who have appeared before
the juvenile court and convicted of the said offense.
3. Family Constellation —— The environment of the child’s
immediate family which has an influence on the child’s
personality.
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4. Rates ~ Recidivism —— The number of times a boy or girl is
placed in a juvenile institution for committing a delinquent
act.
5. Commitment Process —— The entire process by which the courts
commit youth to juvenile institutions for specified minimum
or maximum terms.
6. Socio-economic Status -— A composite index of a person’s
income, occupation and education.
Research Design
The population of the study will be all of the males and females
who have been admitted to and are involved currently in the treatment and
rehabilitative aspects of the program of the Youth Development Center.
These are persons who have appeared before the juvenile court judge and
were adjudicated as delinquents.
A 50 per cent sample of both sexes of black delinquents was chosen.
This constituted 28 females and 98 males. The 50 per cent sample was
done randomly, obtaining every other person.
Because there were relatively few white delinquents at the center,
certain adjustments were made in the sampling methodology to make the com
parative analysis more meaningful. In order to accomplish this, it was
deemed necessary to use the total population of white males and females.
This consisted of 81 males and 14 females, respectively.
Primary reliance will be placed on a thorough examination of the
records of the center. These records will be examined in the light of
the insights which they will throw on the specific questions raised in
the definitions of the problem and the statement of the hypotheses.
Each record contains written material of a juvenile court hearing
on each boy and girl. This is called an order of commitment. The State
11
Department of Family and Children Services write a letter to the proba
tion officer assigned to each boy and girl informing him that space in
the youth center is available.
The record further contains a detention home summary on the boy and
girl when he was there, health report, social sumary, intake interview,
chaplain interview and psychological testing report.
A form was used called the ~guidelinesu to the records. On this
form there were questions to be answered about the boy or girl and their
families. Questions relating to age, sex, race, socio—economic status
and family constellation were used. The answers to these questions were
obtained from the records and placed on the forms. Answers to the ques
tions found in the records were tabulated and analyzed on the basis of
percentages. Percentage comparisons were employed to assess the rela
tionships of variables. Chi—square analysis was employed to determine
the significance of the differencesstatistically.
Limitations of the Study
The significance of the descriptive study is limited because the
population of the descriptive study will not be adequately representative
of the total population of delinquents in Georgia including the Atlanta
and Mi 1 ledgevi 1 le centers.
This study also has the usual limitations of studies which rely
basically on records and other sources of data collected for reasons other
than for the specific question. Under these conditions it is difficult
to control for uniformity and consistency in the data collection and
recording mechanism. One can never be sure also that one understands
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the philosophical orientation and/or the underlying assumptions operative
in the recording and collection of data. Differences in these may sig
nificantly affect the value and significance of the data.
Theoretical Orientation
A meaningful theoretical orientation should be of relevance to
the contemporary situation. This highlights the difficulty and the
inadvisability of relying heavily on the orientation of Cohen or tlerton
or Sutherland per se. A more functional orientation could very well be
somewhat synthetic in nature. Each of these seemingly has something to
contribute to an understanding of juvenile delinquency. Basic to all of
this is the impact of the sociialization process and the consequent role
of Social interaction in influencing deviant patterns of behavior
(Sutherland). This will in turn be affected by the socio—economic status
of the family and how this variable may influence peer group relation
ships. Within this framework there is recognition that these socializa
tion experiences are taking place in a social milieu dominated by middle
class institutions (Cohen) with emphasis on certain types of success
goals (Merton).
The specific influences of the significant other, or one’s specific
reference groups, could also be of influentional importance in deviant
behavior.
This is the kind of eclectic orientation which has guided the
definition and statement of the problem and the delineation of the hypo
theses of this study.
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Survey of the Related Literature
Much of the most exciting and potentially fruitful sociological
thinking concerning delinquency in recent years has dealt with the empiri
cal problem that has long been discussed in American social science——the
problem of delinquency in populations characterized by low socto-economic
status. No attempt can be made here to review all the literature on this
subject but mention should be made of the work of Shaw and Mckay on
delinquency areas and of Sutherland’s attempts to work out a general
theory of criminal behavior in his “differential association” formula
tions. In addition, an approach to a general theory of the social loca
tions of various types of deviant behavior by Robert Merton figures
prominently in current thinking. The recent publications of Albert Cohen,
Sheldon and Eleanor Gleuck and others should be considered.5
Albert Cohen sees the delinquent subculture as arising out of the
socially structured gap between the aspirations of lower—class boys and
the means realistically available to them to realize these aspirations.
According to the theory, socialization does not equip boys to perform
according to the requirements of middle—class dominated institutions
such as the school; consequently, the boys suffer “status deprivation” and
5See the following: Clifford R. Shaw and Henry D. McKay, Juvenile
Delinquency and Urban Areas (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1942).; Edwin H. Sutherland, The Theory of Differential Association in
Juvenile Delinquency, Ed. by Rose Giallombardo (New York: John Wiley
and Sons, Inc., 1966).; Robert Merton, Social Theory and Social Structure
(Chicago: The Free Press, 1957).; Albert K. Cohen, Delinquent Boys:
The Culture of the Gang (Glencoe; Illinois: The Free Press, 1955) and
Sheldon and Eleanor Gleuck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency (New York:
The Conmionwealth Fund, 1950).
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“low—esteem4t. The presence of large numbers of such boys in “effective
interaction” in urban areas lead to the generation of a set of group—held
values which serve simultaneously to recoup the loss of self—esteem and
to insulate the boys from further “status punishment.” The delinquent
subculture therefore values precisely what middle—class institutions
devalue; e.g., “hanging around” instead of industriousness; aggressiveness
instead of self—control.
“Status deprivation,” then, provides the motivational core for the
lower—class male delinquent subculture. Motivation alone, however, is
not enough to account for a collective life style. Equally crucial is
the fact that “status punishment,” in an institution such as the school,
tends to be concentrated differentially in lower—class groups who are
residentially concentrated in certain parts of any city. This pool of
disaffection may give rise to quite different subcultural forms, depending
on other conditions.
Not every boy who joins a gang needs to be motivated by this status
discontent. Once groups of disaffected boys are formed, additional mem
bers join them out of a wide variety of motives —— fun, fellowship, and
protection.6
Clifford Shaw and Henry McKay see the beliefs and values of the
streetcorner group as arising not from any situation of status depriva
tion but as simply the adolescent version of “lower—class culture.” This
culture system is described as valuing masculine “toughness,~” Usharpnesstl
6Albèrt Cohen and James F. Short, Jr., “Research in Delinquent
Subcultures,” Journal of Social Issues, XIV (March, 1958), 20—37.
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and other traits that loom large in gang life.7
This position directly opposes the notion that the street gang or
group’s culture derives from a reaction to the demands of middle-class
culture. Instead, ft emphasizes the view that “lower—class culture,”
as a more or less systematized body of beliefs and values, has existed in
its own right for generations. It need not therefore be considered as a
reaction to beliefs, values and household patterns of the middle class.
“Lower—class culture,” according to this view, is one of many sub
cultures that develop around social differentiations such as age, sex,
class and region. It is characterized by a distinct set of values and
by the female—based family.
The female—based household is likely to consist of one or more
adult females, usually related by blood, with their children. The
children may be “illegitimate” and may even have different fathers. Of
crucial importance is the fact that this household system does not depend
upon the presence or economic support of a male for its survival. The
women may take turns caring for the children of those who are working.
Public welfare payments may be looked upon as a routine source of income.
Under these circumstances relations between the sexes may differ con—
siderably from the “normal” expectations in other segments of the society.
Special social psychological problems may arise for boys in such
a system. From birth until early adolescence, boys are raised in a heavily
female atmosphere; clear—cut sex role identification models are generally
7Shaw and McKay, Juvenile Delinquency and Urban Areas (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1942), p. 4.
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absent. The need to prove masculinity may influence certain types of
behavior. Becoming a worthwhile adult male member of “lower-class cul
ture” requires adolescent mitation of the toughness, heavy drinking, and
other characteristics of the lower—class adult male. Such rehearsal
involves many activities that are not specifically delinquent such as a
heavy emphasis on sports, jazz music (in some groups) and on rather direct
approaches to the opposite sex.
Sheldon Gleuck and Eleanor Gleuck8 are noted for their efforts to
differentiate between the delinquent and non—delinquent by citing certain
variables as physique, temperament, intellect, the emotional environment
in which he matures and temperamental attitude toward himself and his
emotional environment. The Gleucks’ used their studies as a basis for
constructing a predicting system to indicate potential delinquents at an
early age.
Peck and Bellsmith cite the discrepancy between needs and satis
faction in the individual development of delinquents as a key factor in
delinquency ~‘causation.” Economic and cultural “deprivation’1 along with
organic defects are considered as key conditioning factors in delinquency
since they tend to limit the opportunities for compensatory and substitute
gratification from the environment by the delinquent. Peck and Bellsmith
in their consideration of patterns of pathology in delinquency further
state the geographical and social—economic distribution of delinquency
tends to confirm the correlation between particular kinds of deprivation
8Sheldonand Eleanor Gleuck, Physique and Delinquency (New York:
Harper and Sons, 1956).
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and the specific nature of the hostile delinquent act.9
Robert Merton states that the dominant American ~success~ goals
are diffused throughout the society —— especially material success goals.
All members of the society are expected to strive to achieve these goals.
According to him, delinquents possess the same success goals but try to
achieve then outside of the legal framework.’°
A very different approach is that made through the group (the
delinquent gang) and aimed at the modification of group behavior. Not all
delinquents are gang members, nor do all the boys in slum areas belong to
gangs. But gang membership is frequent among city boys who become habitual
delinquents. Sheldon and Eleanor Gleuck, for instance, report that more
than half of the training school boys in their most recent study were gang
members, as contrasted with less than one percent of the boys from similar
neighborhoods who formed their control groups.~
Thrasher’2 and other students of slum life have accumulated much
information about gang formation, gang life and gang values. Their research
supports the conclusions of group workers that these boys and girls are
unlikely to be reached by measures aimed at separating them from their
companions. Their studies suggest that gangs themselves may be redirected
into more acceptable ways of behaving. To a considerable extent these
9Harris B. Peck and Virginia Bellsmith, Treatment of the Delinquent
Adolescent (New York: Family Service Association of America, 1954), p. 15.
10Robert Merton, op. cit.
11Sheldon and Eleanor Gleuck, op. cit., p. 278.
12Frederic M. Thrasher, The Ganq (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1936), p. 571.
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youngsters, they say, want what the rest of us want; but they lack the
usual means of getting it; they go about the business of getting it in
unacceptable and self defeating ways. This approach takes the same con
ceptual stance as Merton.
To gang members, the appeal of gang life —— its excitement, its
adventurous forms of recreation, its deep loyalties and its rewards in
gang approval —— is great. Nevertheless these boys and girls are not
satisfied wholly with their way of life. They are banded together not
only for adventure and excitement but also for protection. They are fear
ful and distrustful both of adults and of the members of rival gangs; they
feel that they have to orga~ize and fight in order to survive in the
imgle in which they live. Their sensitiveness, fearfulness and readiness
to fight to keep from being overcome are their responses to the frustra
tions they suffer.
In almost every study of delinquency, family breakdown is seemingly
a factor. Miller has identified the female—based household as a prevalent
type of unit in lower—class culture. This is described as “one in which
a male acting in the father role is either absent from the home; only
sporadically present; or, only minimally or inconsistently involved in
the support and raising of children.”13 Healy and Bronner, in a study of
153 delinquent children, discovered 65 percent were living with both par
ents. Death, separation and divorce accounted for another 32.5 percent.
Twelve percent were living with step—parents and six percent were in foster
‘3Walter Miller, “Lower—Class Cultures as a Generating Millieu of
Gang Delinquency,” Journal of Social Issues, XIV (March, 1958), 13—14.
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or adoptive homes.~
Other works have attempted to take a deeper look at causal factors
within the broken home. In a study of human relationships within the
delinquent’s home, Axeirad found a very high proportion of broken homes
among the highest percentages within both races.’5
A study by Jenkins and Hewitt throws additional light on delinquency.
They define, among other types, the socialized delinquent who evidenced
such activities as cooperative stealing and truancy from home. They
found parental neglect as a predisposing factor. The authors point out
that the typical background is one of gross lack of supervision.16 Quite
pertinent to this and of some relevance to this study is the information
gained from Konopka’s study of female delinquents. This involved face
to face interviews and the sharing of everyday living experiences with
institutionalized female delinquents for a period of time. Many of these
girls were products of female—based households. Konopka’s experience
indicated that unfilled and overlooked needs for dependence and the
resulting loneliness are the major reasons for the girls’ resorting to
delinquency.17
These girls need friendship, someone with whom to talk
and try out their thinking and feeling, if they are to really
lkWilliam Healy and Augusta F. Bronner, New Light on Delinquency
(New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1939), p. 37.
15Sidney Axelrad, “Negro and White Male Delinquents,” American
Journal of Sociology, V (May, 1952), 569—574.
l•6Lester Hewitt and Richard Jenkins, Fundamental Patterns of Male
adjustment: The Dynamics of their Origins (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1946), pp. 28—29.
17
Gisela Konopka, The Adolescent Girl in Conflict (New Jersey:
Prentice—Hall, Inc., l96~J, p. 41.
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know who they are. Yet, such group associates and real
friendships are usually out of reach for these girls. They
had to find other outlets. Some fought the loneliness by
illegitimate means. They had to do something about it because
a vital need was not fulfilled.l8
An introduction to.a collection of writings on juvenile delinquency
among Negroes states that the abnormal position which the group occupies
in American life is thought to be the primary factor contributing to
incidence of delinquency among Negroes.19
Douglas points out that the caste—like situation occupied by the
Negro group in the United States makes it difficult to attain the goals
of the dominant culture.2° Not only does the lower class position give
rise to delinquency, but the Negro because of his minority racial status
is doubly susceptible. This observation seemingly is related to the
Mertonian conceptual scheme.
Interviews with Negro female delinquents showed that the over
riding concerns for these girls were the feelings of loneliness and the
low concept they have of themselves as feminine individuals is quite
important. Konopka notes that the female delinquent’s self—concept is
lower than that of boys, for her total self-image is bound to her accept
ance as a woman.
Albert Cohen21 has done notable work in the area of delinquency
— 181bfd., p. 87.
t9Editorial, Journal of Negro Education, Summer, 1954.
20Joseph H. Douglas, “The Extent and Characteristics of Juvenile
Delinquency Among Negroes in the United States,” Journal of Negro Educa
tion, XXIII (February, 1954), 215.
21Albert Cohen, pp. cit.
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“causation.” He has concluded that there is a delinquency subculture.
He states that the lower socio—economic class not only accepts but sup
ports a delinquent subculture. The lower group generates a delinquent
subculture as a result of its hostility or resentment against middle—
class norms. Evidence of this fact is seen in the rejection by the
delinquent subculture of middle class values such as virtue, long range
goals, discipline and conformity. One could logically accept this assump
tion of Cohen that malice is directed against middle class values by the
lower group if the many deprivations of the latter group is considered
fully.
The work of Wilensky and Lebeaux offers considerable insight into
the sociological view of delinquency with their strong emphasis upon the
fact that technological changes of an industrial society, or industrialism
in general, give rise to changes in societal structure. The problems of
delinquency are linked to industrialization by the changes in social
mobility and stratification which are brought about by industry. An
understanding of delinquency is vital in understanding the beginning of
adult crime says Wilensky and Lebeaux. This is true for habitual delin
quents or recidivists have a strong chance of becoming “hardened crimi
nals”, they conclude.
Such factors as urbanism, culture conflict, social disorganization,
the context and distribution of delinquency as a culture pattern are
certainly of importance in understanding the problem.
A recent article by Martin, Gould, and Fitzapatrick22 seems to suggest
22John H. Martin, Robert E. Gould, and Joseph P. Fitzapatrick,
“Delinquency in its Conmunity Context,” The Social Service Review, XLII
(March, 1968).
22
a new approach to the study and treatment of delinquency and youth crime
that is quite meaningful to this study. Their approach considers not
only individual disorganization and personal failure but also the con
ditions of political and social inequality with some attention given to
the lack of educational and economic opportunities. The authors further
state the importance of biographical study being correlated to the study
of history within the context of the contemporary cc~vnunity of the
delinquent’s biography, the history of his people and the progress of
his community and its present characteristics. The task then of this
approach is to see the total context within which this social problem
occurs as it:~re1ates to the functioning personality of each delinquent.
This approach has many positive implications but the problem of available
professionals to implement utilization is not given adequate considera
tion. V
Edwin H. Sutherland has proposed a theory of “differential associ
ation” which seeks to explain criminal behavior. He states that a criminal
act occurs when a person defines a situation as being appropriate for the
coninission of the act. He further contends that criminal behavior is
learned by the person as he interacts with other persons by way of verbal
and non—verbal conmunication.
Sutherland states rather explicitly that “a person becomes delin
quent because of an excess of definitions favorable to violation of law
over definitions unfavorable to violation of law23 He further states
that differential association as a theory rules out the ideal of “social
H. Sutherland, The Theory of Differential Association in
Juvenile Delinquency, Ed. by Rose Giallombardo (New York: John Wiley
and Sons, Inc., 1966).
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disorganization.” These associations will vary in accordance with fre
quency, duration, priority and intensity. This theory compliments the
idea of a delinquency subculture and is quite important in studying habit
ual delinquents also.
It should be noted in this review that delinquents in the United
States usually are handled by the police, the courts, social agencies
and specific custodial institutions. Specially trained police and the
growth and development of juvenile courts along with expertly trained
professionals offer new hope for delinquency treatment. Peck and
Belismith state rather graphically a good point when they state that
“treatment should be conceived as an attempt to provide adolescents and
their families with a living experience that takes into account who the
client is, the nature of his world and his particular needs, problems and
strengths. Although each treatment procedure should be based on diag
nostic understanding, this is often achieved laboriously in the course
of a relationship that should, from the outset, be therapeutically on—
ented.24
These studies have made unquestionally significant contributions
to the furthering of understanding and knowledge of juvenile delinquency.
However, it is felt that they are too broad based for the most part to
be of functional value to decision makers in the therapeutic process of
treatment. For example, Merton’s analysis of deviant behavior within the
framework of the social structure is conceptually sound but of seemingly
less value in treatment decisions. Cohen on the other hand in explaining
2kpeck and Bellsmith, op. cit., p. 21.
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juvenile delinquency in terms of lower class culture not only seems to
have a racial bias in his approach but substantially ignores middle class
adolescents from which increasing delinquent rates are coming.
In these studies, there is not only a failure to take the different
social classes into consideration and to examine the different natures of
delinquency, but, by concentrating on the black delinquents the studies
fail to take the patterns of white delinquents into consideration. In
the same way, females, particularly white females, virtually are ignored
in these analyses.
CHAPTER II
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF INMATES AT THE YOUTH DEVELOPMENT
CENTER BY AGE, DEVIANCY AND RECIDIVISM
In this chapter, the writer attempts a comparative analysis of the
Inmates at th.e Youth Development Center, in Augusta, Georgia.
The analysis will address itself to three hypotheses: Girls of
both races are con~nitted to the center at approximately the same ages,
whereas black boys are co~nnitted at an earlier age than white boys;
whites of both sexes are con~nitted for deviant patterns of behavior of
a more serious nature than are blacks; whites of both sexes, however, have
lower rates of recidivism than do blacks.
Age
A minor may be adjudicated a juvenile delinquent in Georgia and
comeiitted to the Division of Children and Youth for care and treatment
which may include admission to a Youth Development Center. Findings indi
cate that center boys and girls were adnitted at the following ages:
Table 1 indicates that there are no apparent racial differences in
the commitment by age. Girls of both races had approximately the same
distribution with the age range 14-16 having the highest concentration.
In both cases approximately 79 percent of those committed were found in




AGE AT COMMITMENT BY SEX AND RACE
Age in Years 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 Total
Black Girls 1 2 8 9 5 2 1 28
(3.5) (i) (29) (32) (18) (7) (3.5) (ioo.o)
White Girls 1 1 3 6 2 1 14
(7) (7) (4•5) (43) (14.5) (7) 0 (loo.o)
Black Boys 1 4 8 13 33 31 8 98
(1) (4) (8.5) (13) (33.5) (31.5) (8.5) 0 0 0 (100.0)
White Boys 7 3 18 35 18 1 81
(8.5) (3.~) (22) (43) (22) (1) 0 0 (100.0)
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found in the case of white boys where the percentage was larger —— 87
percent compared to 73.5 percent for Black boys. This is attributable to
the fact that Black boys had a higher rate of concentration in the lower
age categories. Here 26.5 percent of the Black boys were committed
within the age range 9—12 where as only 12 percent of the white boys were
found in this range.
Martin notes “the majority of delinquent children are fourteen
years old or more.”25 Findings of the center girls and boys concurred
with Martin in that the majority of them were fourteen years old or more,
but the whites of both sexes and the black girls concurred with him
moreso than the black boys. Twenty—six point five percent of the black
boys were coninitted within the age range 9—12.
Deviancy
Minor violations and property violations are the two offense cate
gories used in this study. Minor violation is a category used for tru
ancy, running away from home, ungovernable and similar offenses. Pro
perty violations included such offenses as burglary, shoplifting, theft,
vandalism and similar charges.
In Table 2 property violations ranked highest among the center boys,
whereas minor violations ranked highest among the center girls.
It is significant to note that a greater percentage of Black boys
(77) are here for property violations as compared to white boys (62).
25John M. Martin, Juvenile Vandalism (Springfield, Illinois
Bannerstone House, 1961), p. 16.
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TABLE 2
TYPE OF OFFENSE BY SEX AND RACE
Minor Property
Violations Violations Total
Black Girls 24 4 38
(86) (14) (100.0)
White Girls 13 1 14
(93) ( 7) (100.0)
Black Boys 23 75 98
(23) (77) (100.0)
White Boys 31 50 81
(38) (62) (ioo.o)
X2 = 51 .34*
~With 3 df a X2 of 51.34 is significant at the .01 level of confidence.
A larger percentage of white boys (38) are here for minor violations
than black boys (23). This would seem to suggest the aggressive acting
out behavior of these delinquents. From this present study, it could be
postulated that Black boys engage in such offenses as theft more than
white boys here at the center because of the lower socio—economic con—
dittons of Black families. Wattenberg, in his study of boys in trouble
with the Detroit police, found that the most striking differences between
the white and non—white boys seemed to center around two factors: The
non-white boys came in much greater proportion from broken homes and
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they were from poorer socio-economic conditions.26
As for the girls, most of them are here for minor violations.
Eighty—six percent of the Black girls are here for minor violations and
93 percent of the white girls. The percentage of girls that committed
property violations are 21 percent, 14 percent black and seven percent
white. The differences between the two groups are non—significant.
In view of many studies, sexual involvements were not frequently
recorded. But in the case of the girls here at the center, most of them
were charged with running away or being ungovernable, and along with
this came sexual involvement of some sort. Cavan would probably explain
the larger number of girls being here for running away, ungovernable
and truancy on the basis of girls being primarily engaged in a struggle
with adult authority.27 The findings reveal a chi—square of 51.34 which
is significant at the .01 level of confidence. The question of whether
the offense was committed alone or with a group has some significance
here.
Table 3 shows that girls of both races were more prone to commit
deviant acts of behavior with others. The difference was not as clear
cut among the boys of both races. It may be that the greater number of
“center girls” involved in joint delinquent behavior is a result of the
increased freedom girls now have outside the home. The figures are In
contradiction to findings from a similar study by Cavan, who found that
26Wjlljam Wattenberg, “Factors Linked to Race Among Boys in
Trouble,” Journal of Negro Education, XIV (March, 1958), 227.
27Ruth Cavan, Juvenile Delinquency (New York: J. 8. Lippincott
Co., 1962), p. 101.
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TABLE 3
ALONE OR ACCOMPANIED BY SEX AND RACE
Alone Accompanied Total
Black Girls 10 18 28
(36) (64) (100.0)
White Girls 6 8 14
(4~) (s7) (100.0)
Black Boys 53 45 98
(54) (46) (100.0)
White Boys 44 37 81
(54) (46) (100.0)
3.72*
~With 3 df a X2 of 3.72 is not significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
86 percent of the girl delinquents have no group or gang affilfations.28
The findings reveal a chi—square of 3.72 which is not significant at the
.01 level of confidence.
Delinquent behavior of other family members of the “center boys
and girls” were examined.
As indicated in Table 4 the girls came from families where a greater




DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR OF OTHER FAMILY MEMBERS BY SEX AND RACE
Good Bad Unknown Total
Black Girls 6 17 5 28
(21) (61) (18) (100.0)
White Girls 5 6 3 14
(36) (43) (21) (100.0)
Black Boys 60 37 1 98
(61) (38) (1) (100.0)
White Boys 40 38 3 81
(49) (47) ( 4) (100.0)
x2 = 28.56*
*With 6 df a X2 of 28.56 is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
law. Family deviant patterns of behavior appear to be more influential
in center girls than center boys. There is reason to believe that more
exact family histories would have shown an increase in th~ figures of
more family members having had some contact with the law of the center
boys just as it was in the case of the center girls.
Related studies seem to suggest that the majority of their subjects
came from families who had some time been in contact with the law. For
example, criminality was pervasive in the iimnediate families of the
Gleucks’ study. An official criminal record was found for a parent or
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sibling in 532 or 918 families, 57.9 percent of the cases. In another
241 families (26.3 percent) there were found to be criminal activity which
had not received official recognition by the police or courts. Criminal
ity among near relatives number 23 cases (2.3 percent). All considered,
over three-fourths of the 100 delinquent boys cane from families which
contained another known serious law violator.29 The findings reveal a
chi—square of 28.56 which is significant at the .01 level of confidence.
Recidivism
In analyzing rates of recidivism here at the center it was found
that whites of both sexes do have lower rates of recidivism than do
blacks.
More white girls (93 percent) and white boys (88 percent) have
been to the center for the first time as compared to black girls (75
percent) and boys (62 percent). More black girls (21 percent) and boys
(32 percent) have been to the center for the second time as compared to
white girls (7 percent) and boys (12 percent). There were not any white
boys and girls comiiitted here for the third time but there were three
point five percent black girls and six percent black boys.
A study reported by Healy and Bronner found that (40) of their
sample were adjudicated on their first offense. Recidivism in their
study ran to a high of 11 court appearances for a given offender.
Reflecting on this they comment on the frequent ineffectiveness of punish
ment or of ordinary court or probation procedures.30
Gleucks, op. cit., pp. 79— 0.
30Wflliam Healy and Augusta F. Bronner, New Light on Delinquency
(New Haven, Conn.: Yale University press, 1938), p. 37.
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TABLE 5
RATES OF RECIDIVISM BY SEX AND RACE
First Second Third Total
Black Girls 21 6 1 28
(75) (21) (3.5) (100.0)
White Girls 13 1 0 14
(93) (7) (100.0)
Black Boys 61 31 6 98
(62) (32) (6) (100.0)
White Boys 71 10 81
(88) (12) 0 (100.0)
= 19.21*
~4ith 6 df a X2 of 19.21 is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
A considerably higher rate of recidivism was found among the black
boys and girls here at the center than the white boys and girls. By the
mere fact that the majority of blacks are economically and culturally
disadvantaged are vital facors why the recidivism rate is so high for
black girls and boys. Eaton and Polk stated that nearly all delinquents
are recidivists because their first delinquent acts are usually overlooked
34
with the hope by authorities and parents that the delinquent acts will
be discontinued.31 The findings reveal a chi—square of 19.21 which is
significant at the .01 level of confidence.
31Joseph W. Eaton and Kenneth Polk, Measuring Delinquency
(Pittsburgh, Pa.: The University of Pittsburgh Press, 1961).
CHAPTER III
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF INMATES AT THE YOUTH DEVELOPMENT CENTER
BY FAMILY, EDUCATION AND PREVIOUS OFFENSES
In this chapter the last three hypotheses will be analyzed. The
family income of white delinquents are consistently larger than are those
of blacks; whites of both sexes have higher I.Q. scores than do blacks
and the whites of both sexes appear more frequently in court before
adjudication than do blacks.
Family
The center records indicated whether there were one or two parents
present in the home of the “center girls and boys.”
In our society, the youngster normally resides with both parents;
however, with the subjects of this study a high proportion are found in
broken homes. Forty-three percent of the black girls reside with one
parent, whereas only 28.5 percent of the white girls do. Thirty—two per
cent of the black girls reside with relatives whereas only 14 percent of
the white girls reside with relatives. Fifty—seven percent of the white
girls reside with both parents whereas only 25 percent of the black girls
reside with both parents. A majority of the black subjects from broken
homes reside in mother—centered households. It is to be noted that a
high proportion of black homes in the United States are headed by the
35
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mother or mother figure. Therefore a large proportion of all black




One Parent Two Parents Other Total
Black Girls 12 7 9 28
(4~) (25) (32) (100.0)
White Girls 4 8 2 14
(28.5) (57) (14) (100.0)
Black Boys 42 33 23 98
(43) (34) (23) (100.0)
White Boys 23 56 2 81
(28.3) (69.1) (2.4) (100.0)
= 35.61*
~With 6 df a X2 of 35.61 is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
The same thing applies to the boys here at the center. A greater
percentage of the white boys (69.1) reside with both parents as compared
to 34 percent of the black boys. Forty—three percent of the black boys
reside with one parent and 28.3 percent of the white boys. Only a small
percentage (2.4) of the white boys live with relatives as compared to the
32United States Bureau of Census, Household and Family Characteris
tics; Series p—2O, No. 153 (Washington: Government Printing Office,
1966), p. 1.
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black boys (23) living with relatives.
Healy and Bronner, in a study of 153 delinquent children, discovered
65 percent were living with both parents. Death, separation, and divorce
accounted for another 32.5 percent —— broken homes. Twelve percent were
living with step—parents, and 6.percent were in foster or adoptive homes.33
In comparing Healy and Bronner’s study with the findings of the
“center girls and boys”, it should be noted that his study only concurs
with the center white girls and boys. Well over half of the center whites
came from intact homes. This was hot true in the case of the center
black girls and boys, the majority of whom came from broken homes.
Most of the boys here at the center, especially the black boys, are
in great need of father figures or male models. The majority of the
parents are separated. This indicates that broken homes are a key factor
in contributing to delinquency. This was also true in a study done by
Eaton and Polk who concluded that marital stability is a treatable vari
able of great significance in working with delinquents.~4 The findings
reveal a chi—square of 35.61 which is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
There is little difference in the extent to which the girls’
mothers are employed and unemployed as compared to the boys’ mothers.
As indicated in Table 7, a majority of the mothers of the center
boys and girls are employed. However, there are more black mothers
employed than there are white. It is significant to note that 77.5 percent
33Healy and Bronner, op. cit., p. 35.
34Joseph Eaton and Kenneth Polk, op. cit.
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TABLE 7
EMPLOYMENT OF MOTHER BY SEX AND RACE
Employment Unemployment. Information Total
of Mother of Mother Unknown or Other
Black Girls 11 7 10 28
(39) (25) (36) (loo.O)
White Girls 6 6 2 14
(43) (43) (‘4) (ioo.o)
Black Boys 39 31 28 98
(40) (32) (28) (100.0)
White Boys 28 48 5 81
(34.5) (59) ( 6) (100.0)
= 25.48*
~With 6 df a X~ of 25.48 is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
of the white mothers are employed and 79 percent of the black mothers,
when it is generally accepted as being ideal for the mothers to be in
the home and unemployed. In this case there are more white center boys’
mothers unemployed than there are black center boys. The relationship
between one parent family, employed mother and commitment appear to be
consistent.
Kvaraceus found working mothers among a little over twenty—five
percent of his total delinquent population of 761; considering Negro
mothers alone, 44 percent were reported as working.35 A high percentage
35W. C. Kvaraceus and W. B. Miller, Delinquent Behavior: Culture
and the Individual (Washington, D. C.: National Education Association,
1959), p. 55.
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of working mothers were found among the center girls and boys just as
Kvaraceus found.
The Children’s Bureau in Philadelphia studied 12,227 families.
Mothers worked in 23 percent of the total population. Considering the
delinquent population alone and as a whole, 24 percent of the mothers were
employed away from home. Only 22 percent of the delinquent boys had
mothers who worked, while 42 percent of the mothers of delinquent girls
worked. Reckless study does concur with the writer’s study in that 82
percent of the center girls had mothers working, while only 75 percent of
the mothers of the center boys worked. Reckless concludes that: “This
factor (working mothers) then seems to be particularly important in the
case of girls and may be the primary cause of the delinquency in a number
of instances.”~6
It was found in the records that more black fathers are out of the
home which have only the mothers working. More white fathers are in the
home and working.
More white fathers (73 percent) are employed than are black fathers
(40 percent). As for the girls, more white fathers (57 percent) are
employed than black fathers (36 percent), but a greater percentage of black
fathers of the girls (64 percent) and boys (52 percent) are out of the home
as compared to the white girls (21.4 percent) and white boys (21 percent).
This finding takes on added significance when compared with information
in Table 7. Here it is shown that the majority of the black fathers are
~6Walter C. Reckless and Mapheus Smith, Juvenile Delinquency (New
York: McGraw—Hill Book Company, 1932), pp. 124—125.
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TABLE 8
EMPLOYMENT OF FATHER BY SEX AND RACE
Employment Unemployment Information Total
of Father of Father Unknown or Other
Black Girls 10 0 18 28
(36) 0 (64) (ioo.o)
White Girls 8 3 3 14
(57.1) (21.4) (21.4) (100.0)
Black Boys 39 8 51 98
(40) (8) (52) (100.0)
White Boys 59 5 17 81
(73) (6) (21) (100.0)
x2 = 33.20*
~With 6 df a X2 of 33.20 is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
not present in the home and cannot consequently be accounted for. The
mothers, therefore, work and by definition become head of the household.
The findings reveal a chi—square of 33.20 which is significant a thee.01
level of confidence.
There was an observable difference concerning family size in the
coninitment by sex.
In Table 9 boys were consistently found coming from larger families
than girls. Blacks of both sexes came from larger families than the
center whites of both sexes.
In a study of the passaic delinquent, Kvaraceus found the average
TABLE 9
NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN FAMILY BY SEX AND RACE
Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Unknown None Total
BlackGirls 0 3 3 6 5 4 4 0 3 28
(ii) (11) (21) (18) (14) (14) (11) (100.0)
WhjteGjrls 1 2 3 3 2 0 0 1 2 14
(7.2) (14.2)(21.5)(21.5)(14.2) (7.2)(14.2) (100.0)
BlackBoys 12 6 17 9 13 13 8 7 1 1 2 2 3 98
(12.2) (6.1)(17.3) (9.1)(13.2)(13.2) (8.1) (7.1) (4) (1) (1) (2) (2) (3) (loo.o)
White Boys 5 13 14 17 10 11 4 3 2 1 3 81
(6.1) (16) (17.2)(2o.9)(12.3)(13.5) (4.9) (3.7) (2.4) 0 (1.2) 0 0 (1.2) (100.0)
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number of children per family to be five, with a median number of four
children.37 The Gleucks also discovered an average of five children in
38
the families of the delinquent population of their study.
The family income of white delinquents are consistently larger than
are those of blacks.
Table 10 indicates that there are racial differences in the family
income. White families of both sexes have a larger yearly income than
do blacks of both sexes. The majority of the center blacks fall in the
lower socio—economic class. It is interesting to note that there were
eight white families making over $6,000.00, but not any black families.
Black families’ income didn’t exceed $5,000.00, when their ircome was
over $3,600.00.
The foregoing findings are in line with the results of studies
done by others. Slawson, in a study of 584 delinquent boys discovered
that 77.1 percent came from homes of “an inferior social status.” Most
of their fathers were doing work equivalent to that of a general repair
man.39 Elliott’s study of 203 Sleighton Farm girls disclosed that 63.6
percent of the parents belong to the lower skilled and unskilled laboring
groups, and there were 5 or more children in 60.4 percent of the fami—
lies.40 The findings reveal a chi—square of 40.47 which is significant
37Kvaraceus, op. cit., p. 79.
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Gleuck, op. cit., p. 77.
39John Slawson, The Delinquent Bç~ (Boston: The Gorham Press,
1926), pp. 125—126.
4OMable A. Elliott, Crime in Modern Society (New York: Harper
and Brothers, 1952), p. 350.
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at the .01 level of confidence.
FAMILY INCOME
TABLE 10
YEARLY BY SEX AND RACE
$3,600.00 and Below
Above $3,600.00 Unknown Total
Black Girls 2 19 7 28
(7) ~68) (25) (100.0)
White Girls 6 3 5 14
(43) (21) (36) (100.0)
Black Boys 9 58 31 98
(9) (21) (32) (ioo.o)
White Boys 38 21 22 81
(47) (26) (27) (ioo.o)
x2 = 40.47*
40.47 is signTficant at the .01 level of —*Wjt~ 6 df a X2 of
confidence.
Education
All of the 221 center girls and boys were administered the.Weschler
Child Intelligence Test.
Whites of both sexes do have higher I.Q. scores than blacks of
both sexes. The majority of the white girls (50 percent) and boys (46
percent) have average intelligence here at the center as compared to the
black girls (14 percent) and boys (13.2 percent). The majority of the
black girls and boys fell in the borderline and mental defective range.
TABLE 11
INTELLIGENCE TEST RESULTS BY SEX AND RACE
Intelligence Bright Dull Border
Range — Normal Averaq~ Normal Line Defective Superior Unknown Total
Black Girls 0 4 5 10 8 0 1 28
(14) (18) (36) (28.5) (3.5) (100.0)
White Girls 1 7 2 0 0 2 2 14
(7) (50) (14) (14) (14) (100.0)
Black Boys 3 13 24 33 21 1 3 98
(3) (13.2) (24.4) (34) (21.4) (1) (3) (100.0)
White Boys 3 37 17 16 4 4 0 81
(4) (46) (21) (20) (5) (s) (100.0)
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Thirty—six percent of the black girls fell in the borderline range and
34 percent of the boys. Twenty-eight point five percent of the black
girls fell in the mental defective range and 21.4 percent of the boys.
Theories linking general intelligence with delinquency have early
beginnings. Studies emphasize that delinquents score lower on I.Q.
Tests than non-delinquents. This was found to be the case even when
socio—economic factors were controlled. Comparisons of black and white
delinquents on general intelligence tests resulted in lower scores among
the black subjects.
The fact that most of the black boys and girls tested below average
in intelligence testing is inconsistent with the findings of a study by
Healy and Bronner who found that most of the delinquents in their study
tested within the limits of average mental levels.41 This study, however,
is consistent with the findings of the center white girls and boys because
the majority of them fell in the average range.
Clear cut differences by race and sex were evident in the distri
bution of intelligence as measured by the Weschler Child Intelligence
Test. Black girls and boys were classified more frequently in the defec
tive and borderline categories. The cultural basis of these tests, how
ever, is a factor to be considered.
The majority of the center girls and boys were not attending school
regularly before they were adjudicated.
Girls of both races were attending school less than boys of both
races. A study done by Healy and Bronner is consistent with the “center
klHealy and Bronner, op. cit., p. 60.
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boys and girls” study in that he found non—attendance running about 60
percent in the delinquent population of their study.42 The findings
reveal a cM—square of 31.69 which is significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
TABLE 12
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE BEFORE ADJUDICATION BY SEX AND RACE
_Yes No Unknown — Total
Black Girls 4 22 2 28
(14.2) (78.5) (7.1) (100.0)
White Girls 2 10 2 14
(14.2) (71.4) (14.2) (100.0)
Black Boys 52 44 2 98
(~) (44.8) (2) (100.0)
White Boys 44 37 0 81
(~4) (46) (100.0)
X2 31.69*
~With 6 df a X2 of 31.69 is significant at the .Oevel of
confidence.
The majority of the center girls and boys performed below average
or poorly in school before coimnitnEnt.





SCHOOL PERFORMANCE BY SEX AND RACE
Good — Poor Unknown Total
Black Girls 2 23 3 28
(7) (82) (ii) (100.0)
White Girls 5 7 2 14
(36) (50) (14) (100.0)
Black Boys 28 66 4 98
(28.5) (67.3) (4) (100.0)
White Boys 18 61 2 81
(22.2) (75.3) (2.4) (ioo.o)
x2 = 12.14*
“$4ith ~ df a Xz of 12.14 is not significant at the .01 level of
confidence.
doing satisfactory work and 28.5 percent of the black boys. Thirty—six
percent of the white girls were doing satisfactory work and 22.2 percent
of the white boys. Kvaraceus found delinquents were receiving minimum
passing or failing marks in 98.4 percent of the cases.4~ This study by
Kvaraceus is consistent with the findings of the “center girls and boys.”
It appears that the educational achievement of the center girls’
and boys’ parents were 1~s. This has been shown from the standpoint of
4~Kvaraceus, op. cit., p. 138.
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the educational motivation of the boys and girls who are also low achievers
and performers educationally. This is at the center more true of the black
boys and girls than the white boys and girls. The findings reveal a chi—
square of 12.14 which is not significant at the .01 level of confidence.
Previous Offense
Whites of both sexes do not appear more frequently in court before
adjudication than do blacks.
TABLE 14
PREVIOUS OFFENSES BEFORE ADJUDICATION BY SEX AND RACE
— One Two or More Unknown — Total
Black Girls 4 21 3 28
(i4) Cm) (11) (100.0)
White Girls 4 5 5 14
(28.5) (~5.7) (~5.7) (100.0)
Black Boys 22 74 2 98
(22.4) (75.5) (2) (100.0)
White Boys 17 56 8 81
(21) (69) (10) (100.0)
X2 21.87*
With 6 df a X2 of 21.87 is significant at the .01 level of confidence.
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As indicated in Table 14, it seems clear that both black girls and
black boys had committed two or more previous offenses more frequently
than whites before they were adjudicated. This condition was less true
of the white boys and much less true in the case of the white girls. The




This study was an analysis of certain characteristics which were
obtained from the case records of 42 girls, 14 white and 28 black, and
179 boys, 98 black and 81 white who were adjudicated delinquents at the
Youth Development Center in Augusta, Georgia during 1969—1970. A com
parative analysis was presented on the three variables considered here
which is age, sex and race.
In this study, the chi-square test of significance was computed
from the data in Tables 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, and 14 to see
if there were a significant difference among inmates in terms of age, sex
and race. Tables 1, 9 and 11 were omitted because these are tables that
would lend themselves invalid to the cM—square method.
For the purpose of clarity, the formula used by the writer is
x2 ...f(Fo_Fe)2
Fe , Fo = the observed group and Fe = the expectant group,
meaning Fo and Fe refer respectively to the observed and expected fre
quencies for each cell. In other words, chi—square is obtained by first
taking the square of the difference between the observed and expected
frequencies in each cell. This figure is divided by the expected number
of cases in each cell in order to standardize it so that the biggest con
tributions do not always come from the largest cells. The sum of these
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non—negative quantities for all cells is the value of chi—square. After
chi—square is computed the number of degrees of freedom for each con
tingency table was computed by using the formula df = (r—1) (C—i). The
one per cent level of significance was used. After obtaining the above
information, Fisher’s table of Chi (X2) square was used in order to com
pare the observed chi—square with the theoretical or tabled chi—square.
In order for a significant showing to occur the computed value must be
larger than the tabled value.
The writer’s findings indicated that at the .01 level of confidence,
there was a significant difference between Black and white inmates at
the Augusta Youth Development Center in terms of age, sex and race. How
ever, Tables 3 and 13 showed no significant difference because the com
puted value was smaller than the tabled value.1
The study reveals that black boys are committed to the center at
earlier ages than whites of both sexes and black girls. The black boys’
ages ranged from 9—12 whereas the majority of the black girls and whites
of both sexes were fourteen years old or more at commitment.
There were significant differences by race and sex in the nature of
the offer~es. A greater percentage of girls of both races were committed
for property violations. Black girls coimiiitted fewer minor violations and
more property violations than white girls. White boys committed fewer
property violations and more minor violations than black boys. It appears
that blacks of both sexes engage in offenses such as theft more than whites
of both sexes because of the lower socio—economic conditions of the black
families.
Girls were more prone to commit acts with and in the company of others
See Table 15.
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more frequently than boys. The differences were not as clear cut among
the boys of both races. There were no significant differences between
the black and white subjects in terms of cormiitting deviant acts alone
or with others.
Girls of both races were more influenced than boys in their delin
quent acts by the deviant patterns of behavior of members of the family.
More black boys came from families whose other family members had not
been in contact with the law. More black girls came from families whose
family members had been in contact with the law. There is reason to
believe that more exact records would have shc~sn an increase in the number
of family members who had been in contact with the law, especially with
the black boys.
The rates of recidivism among black boys and girls are higher than
among whites. More whites of both sexes had been admitted to the center
for the first time, than blacks of both sexes who had been to the center
for two and three times. There were no whites of both sexes at the center
who had been to the center for the third time. By the mere fact that
the majority of blacks are economically and culturally disadvantaged are
vital factors why the recidivism rate is so high for blacks of both
sexes. There were significant differences between the races ard sexes of
the tested group.
The majority of whites of both sexes live with both parents, whereas
the majority of blacks were living either with one parent (usually the
mother), or a relative. It is to be noted that a higher percentage of
black children in the United States reside in a mother-centered household.
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There were significant differences between the black and white subjects
in terms of the family situation.
There are greater employment rates among mothers and rates of an
absent parent among blacks than among whites. More black mothers are
employed and not at home with their children than white mothers. More
blacks of both sexes do not have father figures to identify with. They
live in mother-centered households. More white fathers are working and
in the home. There were significant differences between the races in
terms of mothers being employed and out of the home.
The “center boys” were found coming from larger families than girls
of both races. Blacks of both sexes came from larger families than the
“center whites” of both sexes. The “center white” delinquents are members
of families averaging three to four children, whereas the “center blacks”
families average four or more children.
The family income of white delinquents is consistently higher than
that of blacks. White families of both sexes had a higher yearly income
than blacks. There were eight white families making over $6,000.00 a year
but not any blackfamilies. In no case did the family incomes of blacks
exceed $5,000.00 per year. Lower incomes are usually found in combination
with unskilled employment and low social status. There were significant
differences between the black and white subjects in terms of socio
economic factors. These differences are not unique to the delinquent
population but are true for the black-white population as a whole.
Whites of both sexes do have higher I.Q. scores than blacks of both
sexes. The majority of the whites of both sexes have average intelligence,
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whereas the blacks of both sexes were classified more. frequently in the
defective and borderline categories. The culture bias of these tests,
however, are factors to be considered.
The majority of the center girls and boys were not attending school
before adjudication. Girls of both races were attending school less than
boys of both races. Most of these girls and boys were doing poorly in
school. There were significant differences between the sexes in terms of
school attendance.
Black girls and boys more frequently coninit two or more previous
offenses before adjudication than whites. There were, however, more white
boys cormnitting two or more previous offenses than white girls. There
were significant differences between the races and sexes in terms of
previous offenses before adjudication.
The “center blacks” of both sexes are members of the lower socio
economic class, and come from larger families. They are products of
broken homes and a large proportion of them are residing in households
headed by the mother. Black boys are comitted to the center at earlier
ages when they need to be in the home with their parents. They are more
prone to drop out of school and do poorly academically. They have been
readmitted to the youth center more than once, will probably become school
dropouts, and enter the vast unskilled labor market. They might also
become, as Wilensky and Lebeaux predict, “hardened criminals.” This is
doubly true since their social skills are inadequate and they have an
institutional record.
The center whites of both sexes are menters of a higher socio






Table Number Title Chi—Square df
2 Type of Offense by Sex and Race 51.34 3 .01
3 Alone or Accompanied by Sex and Race 3.72 3 *
4 Delinquent Behavior of Other Family
Members by Sex and Race 28.56 6 .01
5 Rates of Recidivism by Sex and Race 19.21 6 .01
6 Family Situation 35.61 6 .01
7 Employment of Mother by Sex and Race 25.48 6 .01
8 Employment of Father by Sex and Race 33.20 6 .01
10 Family Income Yearly by Sex and Race 40.47 6 .01
12 School Attendance Before Adjudication by
Sex and Race 31.69 6 .01
13 School Performance by Sex and Race 12.14 6 *
14 Previous Offenses Before Adjudication by
by Sex and Race 21.87 6 .01
*Not significant
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part of homes in which the father resides in the home. Their I.Q. scores
are higher and they are less prone to drop out of school. Only a small
percentage have been readmitted to the center for the second time.
APPENDIX
Guideline to the Records
1. Name___________________________________
— Last First Middle




4. County of Residence____________________________________
5. Date Admitted________________________________________
Month Day Year
6. Age at Conmiittment____________________________________________
7. Religious Affiliation or preference___________________________
8. Type of Violation_____________________________________________
9. Rate of Recidivism____________________________________________
10. Alone or accompanied
Family
11. Siblings________________ Brothers — Sisters_________
12. Rank of child in Family_____________________________
13. Mothers Marital Status____________________________________
14. Fathers Marital Status__________________________________
15. Mothers Employment_____________________________________
16. Fathers Employment_____________________________________





One parent Two parents Other
20. Education of parents:
Mother Father
21. Religion of parents: —
Mother Father
Education
22. Grade at Comittment____________________________________________
23. Grade after Testing______________________________________________
24. Intelligence Test results____________________________________
25. School attendance________________________________________________
(If girls and boys were attending school or not before adjudi
cated)






30. Previous Offenses before adjudicated
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